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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
I.D.# 6026
ENERGY DIVISION RESOLUTION E-4028
October 19, 2006

RESOLUTION

Resolution E-4028. This Resolution denies in part Southern
California Edison Company’s (SCE) request of an additional $37.03
Million to accelerate and expand an additional 300 MW of AC
Cycling from August 2006 to July 2007, giving SCE a total of 675
MW by summer 2007. As an alternative, the Resolution approves an
acceleration of an additional 225 MW from August 2006 to July 2007
at a cost of $23.4 Million, giving SCE a total of 600 MW by summer
2007. SCE’s request to modity its AC Cycling program design is
partially approved.

By Advice Letter 2034-E Filed on August 29, 2006.

SUMMARY

This Resolution denies in part SCE’s request of an additional $37.03 Million to
accelerate and expand an additional 300 MW of AC Cycling from August 2006 to
July 2007, giving SCE a total of 675 MW by summer 2007. As an alternative, the
Resolution approves an acceleration of an additional 225 MW from August 2006
to July 2007 at a cost of $23.4 Million, giving SCE a total of 600 MW by summer
2007. Energy Division believes a total of 600 MW of AC Cycling by summer 2007
will address Southern California’s critical near-term reliability needs.

To reach an additional 225 MW by summer 2007, SCE is authorized to implement
the acceleration plan as describe below:

a) Significantly increase marketing and outreach activities for AC Cycling.

b) Expand the installation of devices to evenings and weekends.

c) Offer incentives to recapture dormant devices.

This Resolution partially approves SCE’s request to modify its AC Cycling

program design as follows:
a) Denies SCE's proposal to close its Base option to new enrollment.
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b) Denies SCE’s proposal to close its Residential 67 % cycling option to new
enrollment.

c) Approves SCE’s proposal to close its Commercial 40% cycling strategy to
new enrollment.

d) Approves SCE’s proposal to allow for the removal of customers prior to
one year of service due to serious health problems.

e) Partially denies SCE’s proposal to include two 1-hour test events and
instead, allows SCE to hold one 1-hour test event.

f) Approves SCE’s proposal to remove language from the applicability
sections of tariff: schedules D-APS and D-APS-E.

BACKGROUND

SCE’s Air Conditioning Cycling Program (also known as the Summer Discount
Plan) is part of SCE’s three-year (2006-2008) demand response budget application
which the Commission approved recently in D.06-03-024! in A. 05-06-008.

The Air Conditioner Cycling Program (AC Cycling Program) is available for
individually-metered residential, commercial and industrial customers with
central air conditioning, where the air conditioner’s electrical load is subject to
temporary disconnection through automatic load control devices. Currently,
there are two AC Cycling Program options in which customers may enroll: the
Base program and the Enhanced program. The Base program is limited to 15
events during the summer months, with a maximum duration of six hours per
event, for a total of 90 hours of interruption. The Enhanced program has an
unlimited number of events, for a maximum of 720 hours of interruption during
the summer months. An event may be called when the CAISO requests load
reductions during the summer or when SCE calls a local event. The incentive
credits are based on the installed air conditioner tonnage and the participating
customer’s elected cycling strategy, which currently includes 50%, 67%, and
100% for residential customers and 30%, 40%, 50%, and 100% for commercial and
industrial customers. Customers enrolled in the Base program receive an

I The decision adopted an amended settlement which reduced SCE’s original budget
proposal.
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average of $100 per summer, and those enrolled in the Enhanced program
received an average of $200 per summer. 2

Cycling Strategy
Comfort Choice Cooling Cycle
100% Off continuously for duration of event
67 % Off 20 minutes out of every 30 minutes
50% Off 15 minutes out of every 30 minutes
40% Off 12 minutes out of every 30 minutes
30% Off 9 minutes out of every 30 minutes

In the August 15, 2006 Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling? Addressing Electric
Reliability Needs in Southern California for Summer 2007 (“Electric
Reliability ACR”), Commissioner President Peevey directed SCE to target an
additional 300 megawatts (MW) of AC Cycling program capacity for summer
2007. This ruling is in response to the growth in electricity demand throughout
the state and the July 2006 heat storm which had exposed certain vulnerabilities
in the electric generation and transmission infrastructure. To expand the AC
Cycling program, the Electric Reliability ACR directed SCE to determine if
shifting the existing demand response funds can cover the costs of the additional
300 MWs or if additional funds (incremental to those previously approved in
D.06-03-024) are necessary, and to provide this information to the Commission
via the process outlined in ACR issued August 9, 2006.

Under the existing AC Cycling program, SCE is authorized to install 60,000
devices each year in order to enroll 84 MW annually over the 2006-2008
program cycle. SCE is currently authorized to spend $51.4 million on AC
Cycling during the 2006-2008 program cycle between the amount authorized in
D.06-03-024 and in the SCE’s 2006 General Rate Case. The $54.1 million funding
was expected to be spent over the three year period for a total of 180,000 devices.

2 The average incentive is based on a customer with a 4.5 ton air conditioner selecting
the 100% cycling option.

3 R.05-12-013 and R.06-02-013.
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Accordingly, SCE filed advice letter 2034-E on August 29, 2006 to request an
additional $37.03 million to accelerate and expand AC Cycling program by an
additional 300 MW by summer 2007. SCE's strategy to reach the 300 MW by
summer 2007 is to accelerate the planned installation of devices by more than
one year to July 2007. SCE states it has already installed 16,000 devices

(~25MW) in August 2006. In addition, SCE proposes to accelerate the installation
of the remaining 136,000 approved devices (equivalent to about 190 MW) by July
2007, which brings the total added MW since July 2006 to 215 MW. To reach the
300 MW goal by summer 2007, SCE needs to install 62,000 more devices that
would add another 85 MW.

SCE states that this acceleration and expansion effort will require the following:

a) Significantly increase marketing and outreach activities to enroll new
customers during 2006 and early 2007, particularly during the winter
months when it will be more difficult to focus customers” attention on
summer peak electricity usage.

b) Purchase and install additional devices beyond what was planned to
achieve 300 MW by summer 2007. Devices will need to be manufactured
on an accelerated schedule, which will increase the cost of the devices.

c) Expand installation to evenings and Sundays. This may require SCE to
hire and pay contractors at overtime rates for evening and Sunday
installations.

d) Offer incentives to recapture 90,000 dormant devices. There are
approximately 90,000 installed devices in SCE’s service territory that are
not active because the participating customers moved and the new
residents have not yet enrolled in AC Cycling program. SCE proposes to
offer the new residents an “activation” incentive to encourage them to
enroll in the AC Cycling program.

In addition, SCE proposes to streamline its program implementation and
simplify customers’ choices for enrollment by making the following
modifications to its AC Cycling program design:

a) Close the Base option to new enrollment: SCE proposes to close the Base
option to new enrollment, and instead offer only the unlimited Enhanced
program for new enrollment. The vast majority of new enrollments have
been in the Enhanced program.
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b) Close Residential 67 % cycling option to new enrollment: This option
creates unnecessary confusion for customers when deciding which option
to choose and is more complicated to implement.

c) Close Commercial 40% cycling option to new enrollment: This option has
the lowest level of participation.

d) Allow for the removal of customers prior to one year of service due to
serious health problems: The recent heat storm revealed the need for SCE
to be able to move a residential customer’s account off of the AC Cycling
program prior to one year of service if a member of the customer’s
household develops a serious medical condition that is substantiated by a
medical provider subsequent to program enrollment that, in SCE’s
discretion, would have disqualified the customer from enrolling in AC
Cycling program in the first place.

e) Include two 1-hour test events: SCE requests to switch from one 15-
minute test event to two 1-hour test events. A single 15-minute window
for testing the communication systems is not sufficient given the various
cycling strategies; a test should be one-hour in length.

f) Remove language from the applicability section of tariff schedule D-APS
and D-APS-E: Tariff schedules D-APS and D-APS-E currently exclude
TOU-D-1 and TOU-D-2 customers from participating in the AC Cycling
program. SCE proposes to remove this restriction.

NOTICE

Notice of AL 2034-E was made by publication in the Commission’s Daily
Calendar. SCE states that a copy of the Advice Letter was mailed and distributed

in accordance with Section III-G of General Order 96-A as well to the parties in
A.05-06-006 et al.

PROTESTS

SCE'’s Advice Letter 2034-E was timely protested by The Utility Reform Network
(TURN) and the Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) on September 11, 2006.

SCE addressed both protests on September 18, 2006.
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DISCUSSION

In light of the ACR and the time frame that it sets, and given the language of
the D.06-03-024 authorizing the use of an advice letter, Energy Division
believes that an AL is an appropriate process in this case, despite the amount
of funds requested. Both TURN and DRA objected to SCE'’s request for $37
million by advice letter format and request that this proposal be addressed along
with SCE’s other augmentation proposals, written in response to Commissioner
Peevey’s August 9, 2006 ACR (“DR Augmentation ACR"”), which reopens the
record of A.05-06-006 et al. and directs the utilities to propose program
augmentations and improvements in its DR program for 2007 and 2008.

DRA believes that the record is insufficient to ascertain either the need for the
entire $37 million SCE requested, or that the program expansion goal cannot be
met by using the unspent demand response dollars currently included in SCE'’s
currently authorized budget.

TURN argues that by addressing the $37 million AC Cycling budget increase in
the same application with the DR Augmentation ACR, it would allow a more
comprehensive comparison of all of SCE’s proposal and the ability to shift funds
between all existing demand response programs. Both argue that a filing for
incremental funding through an advice letter does not significantly expedite the
approval process in comparison to the DR Augmentation ACR schedule.

In a reply comment, SCE argued that General Order 96-A provides that a request
to revise tariffs is properly made through an advice letter filing. SCE believes
that delaying the AL 2034-E will jeopardize SCE’s ability to provide the
additional MWs by summer 2007. SCE believes that the final decision on the
proposal filed in A.05-06-006 et al. may not be issued until November 30, 2006,
and thus too late to ramp up fully to the expanded 300 MW goal.

Energy Division believes addressing the AC Cycling in an AL format is
appropriate. A settlement that was adopted in D.06-02-024 states, "The utilities
shall file any proposals or requests for incremental funding for new or existing
programs by advice letter or application." Thus, SCE may request additional
funding through an AL filing. The settlement also requires the IOUs to
collaborate with intervenors on their proposals, and in this case, SCE held a
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teleconference meeting to inform parties of this proposal. Both TURN and DRA
were included as among the settling parties.

If SCE’s request for incremental funding is reviewed under this advice letter
format, both TURN and DRA argue that SCE’s request for $37 million be
rejected as an unnecessary increase in funding.

TURN suggests that SCE should exhaust its existing DR funds before requesting
additional funds. According to the utility monthly report, by the end of July,
SCE had only spent $7.5 million of its $37.1 million total demand response
budget. In addition, TURN recommends that SCE terminate its PEAK program
and shift those unused $2.8 million funds towards the AC Cycling proposed
program modifications.

DRA questions whether SCE really needs the entire $37 million requested, or that
this additional funding need cannot be meet by using the unspent demand
response dollars already included in SCE’s currently authorized revenue
requirements. DRA believes under SCE’s current budget, SCE has enough
money to start its aggressive effort. DRA recommends that SCE focus on
recapturing the 90,000 devices that are currently dormant and if activated, could
add as much as 126 MW of potential demand response reduction without much
additional cost.

In its reply comment, SCE explained that accelerating the installation of the
authorized devices will require significant incremental marketing and outreach
activities to successfully compress 30 months’ of activity into less than one year.
To increase marketing to the level required to target an additional 300 MW by
July 2007 means that SCE could run out of funding to complete even the
installation of the authorized devices. SCE claimed that the incremental funding
is required because it is much more costly to undertake this effort at such a rapid
pace.

Both TURN and DRA also raised the issue of whether the 300 MW is an
achievable or necessary goal for SCE AC Cycling program. TURN points out
the SCE already has close to 1000 MW in I-6 interruptible and AC cycling
reliability and that it is unlikely that the utility will be able to increase customer
participation at the expedited rate. TURN believes that the incremental cost of
$37 million to achieve an additional 85 MW by 2007 is nothing more than a
“panic premium” rate for ratepayers.
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DRA points out that the large portion of the $37 million funding request will be
spent on marketing and outreach, but reaching the 300 MW goal is by no means
assured. SCE’s current marketing efforts have already captured the “low-
hanging fruit” and have seen a gradual decline in customer response from SCE’s
promotions: from 4% in 2004 to about 1.2% in 2006. DRA believes this strongly
suggests the likelihood that SCE will encounter ever increasing expenses for each
additional customer enrolled. In response to Commissioner Chong’s inquiry at
the September 6, 2006 workshop, SCE admitted it would probably not meet this
goal by summer 2007. DRA urges the Commission to carefully examine the cost-
effectiveness of additional spending by SCE.

Energy Division evaluated SCE’s proposal and is deeply concerned with the cost
of the proposal and achievability of the additional 300 MW goal from August
2006 to July 2007.

Energy Division did consider shifting funds from other DR programs, but
given the scope of the AC Cycling expansion, there is not enough “untapped”
money available to cover such expenses through fund shifting alone. Through
a data request, Energy Division found that SCE’s other programs are well
underway and does not believe it is advisable to shift additional funds from
those programs beyond what SCE is already planning to do. Inresponse to an
Energy Division data request, SCE states that there is some potential available
funding under the TA/TI program. However, SCE believes that such funding
would be the source of its water agency and load management (thermal energy
storage) proposals that it intends to file in October 2006. With the exception of
the PEAK program, Energy Division could not find any “untapped” money
available to shift into the AC Cycling expansion.

The PEAK program is an educational program intended to teach school children
the value of smart energy management. By providing students with demand
response information, the program hoped it would have a two-fold impact: 1) it
would begin to instill a smart energy management ethic in youth; and 2) it would
affect the purchasing and energy management behavior of the students” parents.
The Commission believes it is important to continue increasing consumer
awareness and knowledge of demand response.

Energy Division investigated other options to see what would be possible if the
CPUC did not authorize any incremental funding for the AC Cycling program
acceleration or expansion. In a response to an Energy Division data response,
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SCE states it would continue on the pace of adding 84 MW annually over the
2006-2008 program cycles, which would amount to an additional 224 MW by end
of 2008. SCE would not recommend accelerating the installations in such a way
that it would run out of money by 2007 and be forced to shut down the program.

Energy Division had sent SCE numerous data requests in search of alternative
options. Through a data response, SCE did consider another alternative scenario
of accelerating the planned 2006-2008 installations without any expansion of the
AC Cycling program. In this case, SCE estimated installing the 160,000
remaining devices (224 MW) by summer 2007, which would still require a
significant increase in marketing activities. Under this scenario, SCE assumed
continuous enrollment from August 2007 to December 2008 at a normal pace (for
an additional 60,000 devices or 84 MW). The total estimated incremental cost for
this alternative scenario is approximately $23.4 Million.

Based upon the analysis it could complete under a compressed timeframe,
Energy Division considered the following three options for SCE AC Cycling
program:

Option A: Existing AC Cycling Program - $51.4 million

Under the existing AC Cycling program, SCE would continue on the pace of
adding 84 MW annually over the 2006-2008 program cycle, which would amount
to an additional 115 MW by July 2007, giving SCE a total of 481 MW by summer
2007. SCE is currently authorized to spend $51.4 million on AC Cycling during
the 2006-2008 program cycle between the amount authorized in D.06-03-024 and
in the SCE’s 2006 General Rate Case.

Existing AC Cycling Program

Date | Devices | New MW | Total MW
01/06 -7/31/06 17,500 24 376
08/06 - 12/06 42,500 60 426
By 07/07 39,000 55 481
By 12/07 21,000 29 510
By 07/08 39,000 55 565
By 12/08 21,000 29 594
Total by 2008 180,000 252 594

Option B: 225 MW Accelerated for additional $23.4 Million, giving a total
overall budget of $74.8 Million
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Under the 225 MW Accelerated option, SCE would install up to 164,000 devices
from August 2006 to July 2007, which would amount to an additional 225 MW by
July 2007, giving SCE a total of 600 MW by summer 2007. The total estimated
incremental cost for this Option B is approximately $23.4 million.

225 MW Accelerated
Date | Devices | New MW | Total MW
01/06 -7/31/06 17,500 24 376
By 07/07 164,000 225 600
By 07/08 28,000 39 645
By 12/08 20,000 28 673
Total by 2008 229,500 316 673

Option C: 300 MW Accelerated and expanded for additional $37 Million,
giving a total of $88.3 Million

Under the 300 MW Accelerated and expanded option, SCE would install up to
214,000 devices from August 2006 to July 2007, which would amount to an
additional 300 MW by July 2007, giving SCE a total of 675 MW by summer 2007.
The total estimated incremental cost for this Option C is approximately $37
Million.

300 MW Accelerated and Expanded

Date | Devices | New MW | Total MW
01/06 -7/31/06 17,500 24 376
By 07/07 214,000 300 675
By 07/08 32,000 45 720
By 12/08 20,000 28 748
Total by 2008 283,500 397 MW 748

Energy Division believes that accelerating AC cycling installation to achieve
an additional 225 MW for a total of 600 MW by July 2007, will enhance
reliability for summer 2007. The heat storm that hit California in July 2006 and
the growth in electricity demand throughout the state have exposed certain
vulnerabilities in the electric generation and transmission infrastructure that
require immediate attention to assure reliability in 2007, particularly in parts of
southern California. Looking ahead to next summer, it is prudent to go forward
with the expectation that a repeat of this summer’s experience, and/or a

10




ResolutionE-4028 DRAFT October 19, 2006
SCE AL 2034-E/DNL

continuation of the unexpectedly high growth in overall demand, is possible in
2007. Energy Division is faced with difficult options because we have to balance
reliability needs with cost. Energy Division is persuaded that targeting an
additional 300 MW for summer 2007 is an extremely aggressive goal, and as SCE
stated, “by no means assured.” However, we cannot “bury our heads in the
sand”, waiting for a repeat of the recent heat storm that exposed us to certain
vulnerabilities in the electric generation and transmission infrastructure. Energy
Division believes we need to take action now to enhance reliability needs for next
summer. To address critical short-term reliability needs in Southern California,
we believe SCE needs at least a total of 600 MW of AC Cycling by the summer of
2007. Therefore, Energy Division believes that accelerating the installation of 225
MW by July 2007, giving SCE a total of 600 MW by summer 2007, is a realistic
goal. The total estimated incremental cost for this is approximately $23.4 Million.

SCE requests an additional $23.4 Million to accelerate 225 MW by July 2007. The
funding is based on the estimated cost to (1) significantly increase marketing and
outreach activities to continue enrolling customers during 2006 and early 2007,
particularly during the winter months when it will be more difficult to focus
customers’ attention on summer peak electricity usage, (2) hire and pay
contractors to install the devices and to procure additional cycling devices that
will need to be manufactured on an accelerated schedule, (3) expand the call
center, and, (4) process more enrollment applications.

Given the tight timeframe, Energy Division believes that marketing and
outreach activities are important part of capturing new customers for AC
Cycling program. DRA recommends that SCE should not spend money in the
fall and winter of 2006 if SCE does not think it will obtain good results. DRA
asks that SCE provide monthly progress reports on its effort toward reaching the
MW goal. In its response, SCE believes that if marketing is delayed until spring
2007, the MW goal will not be met, as it would be impossible to install so many
devices for customers over just a few short months. To accelerate the effort by
more than a year without additional budget for the increase in marketing and
outreach as DRA suggests seems to be unreasonable. Even though it is more
difficult to persuade customers to participate in the program during the fall and
winter (off-season), Energy Division believes that greater customer awareness of
the program will result in increased participation. Marketing and outreach
activities during the off-season are not entirely a lost cause. Focused marketing
such as providing referral incentives to heater repair contractors may result in
additional enrollment during the off-season. We agree with SCE that there

11
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should be some cost to marketing during the off-season. To ensure that SCE is
spending the money wisely, we agree with DRA that SCE should provide a
monthly progress reports on its effort toward reaching the MW goal. On the 15th
of each month until July 2007, SCE shall provide a monthly process reports
which includes the cost breakdown of each media type with the associated
number of additional enrollment to everyone on this service list.

Energy Division agrees with DRA’s proposal to immediately focus on
recapturing the 90,000 devices that are currently dormant. DRA points out that
recapturing the 90,000 devices, if activated, could add as much as 126 MW of
potential demand response reduction without much additional cost. In the reply
comment, SCE estimates that 5% of customer will enroll based on historical
experience. In a response to Energy Division’s data response, SCE is planning to
create two direct mailings to customers with dormant devices in the fall and
winter. To maximize the response rate among this key group of customers, SCE
is proposing to offer a $50 incentive to participate, as SCE would not incur
installation fees for these customers. Energy Division agrees with DRA’s
proposal to immediately focus on recapturing the 90,000 devices.

Developing a preliminary measurement protocols and cost-effectiveness test is
complex and time consuming. In its protest, DRA urges the Commission to
speed up the process for determining the MW impact and cost-effectiveness tests
for demand response programs. At some point, it may become apparent that any
additional spending on AC Cycling program may not yield enough additional
MWs to justify the continuation of additional spending on the program. DRA
believes if some interim protocols were developed, it would help ensure that the
2007 programs meet some minimum cost-effectiveness requirements, and that
the programs selected will provide the most MW reductions for the available
budget dollars.

In its response, SCE states it has provided a cost effectiveness of the AC Cycling
program using the Standard Practice Manual, which was used to evaluate the
2006-2008 demand response programs.+

4 SCE’s Supplemental Testimony Supporting Southern California Edison Company’s
Application (A.05-06-008) for Approval of Demand Response Programs, Goals, and
Budgets for 2006-2008, filed August 1, 2005.

12
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Energy Division understands the need to develop measurement protocols and
cost-effectiveness test, however the heat storm that hit California in late July
caused unprecedented demand that strained the state’s electrical grid for several
days. Because prolonged hot weather might occur in summer 2007, Energy
Division’s chief concern is ensuring that demand response programs are
available if needed.

In SCE’s advice letter filing, SCE proposes to modity its AC Cycling program by
streamlining its program implementation and simplifying customers’ choices.
Energy Division has reviewed the modification and has decided on the
following:

a) SCE’s proposal to close Base option (limited to 15 events per summer) to
new enrollment is denied. SCE proposes to close the Base option to new
enrollment, and instead offer only the unlimited Enhanced program for
new enrollment. SCE claims that the vast majority of new enrollments
have been on the Enhanced program. In response to an Energy Division
data request, we found out that ~36% of residential customers are enrolled
in the Base option. In fact, there are even more Commercial customers
enrolled in the Base option than in the Enhanced option. Energy Division
believes that by providing customers with a Base option, it will attract
more enrollments.

b) SCE’s proposal to close Residential 67% cycling option to new
enrollment is denied: SCE claims this option creates unnecessary
confusion for customers when deciding which option to choose and is
more complicated to implement. In response to an Energy Division data
request, we found out that there were more customers enrolled in the 67 %
cycling option than in the 50% cycling option. Energy Division does not
see a need to close Residential 67% cycling option and believes that
providing customer additional options would attract more enrollments.

c) SCE’s proposal to close Commercial 40% cycling strategy to new
enrollment is approved. Given that this 40% strategy has the lowest level
of participation and Commercial customers have three other cycling
strategies (30%, 50%, and 100%) to choose from, Energy Division does not
see a need to continue with this strategy.

13
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d) SCE’s proposal to allow for the removal of customers prior to one year of

service due to serious health problems is approved. The recent heat
storm revealed the need for SCE to be able to move a residential
customer’s account off of the AC Cycling program prior to one year of
service if a member of the customer’s household develops a serious
medical condition that is substantiated by a medical provider subsequent
to program enrollment that, in SCE’s reasonable discretion, would have
disqualified the customer from enrolling in AC Cycling program in the
first place.

SCE’s proposal to include two 1-hour test events is partially denied.
SCE is allowed to hold one 1-hour test events. SCE requests approval to
switch from one 15-minute test event to two 1-hour test events. A single
15-minute window for testing the communication systems is not sufficient
given the various cycling strategies; a test should be one hour in length.
Energy Division understands that a 1-hour test event is sufficient, but two
1-hour test events may discourage potential enrollment.

SCE'’s proposal to remove language from the applicability section of
tariff: schedule D-APS and D-APS-E is approved. Tariff schedule D-APS
and D-APS-E currently exclude TOU-D-1 and TOU-D-2 customers from
participating in the AC Cycling program. SCE proposes to remove this
restriction. Energy Division believes a domestic Time-Of-Use customer
who participates in the AC Cycling program has the potential to provide
the same air conditioner load reduction as a domestic non Time-Of-Use
customer.

COMMENTS

Public Utilities Code section 311(g)(1) provides that this resolution must be
served on all parties and subject to at least 30 days public review and comment
prior to a vote of the Commission. Section 311(g)(2) provides that this 30-day
period may be reduced or waived upon the stipulation of all parties in the
proceeding.

FINDINGS

14
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1.

The AC Cycling Program is available for individually-metered residential,
commercial and industrial customers with central air conditioning, where the
air conditioner’s electrical load is subject to temporary disconnection through
automatic load control devices.

Customers enrolled in the Base program receive on average of $100 per
summer, and those enrolled in the Enhanced program received on average of
$200 per summer.

Addressing AC Cycling expansion and acceleration in an Advice Letter
format is an appropriate route.

There is not enough “untapped” money available from other Demand
Response programs to cover the additional AC Cycling expense through
fund shifting alone.

Targeting an additional 300 MW for summer 2007 is an extremely aggressive
goal, and “by no means assured.”

Energy Division believes a total of 600 MW of AC Cycling by summer 2007
will address Southern California’s critical near-term reliability needs.
Targeting 225 MW would give SCE a total of 600 MW by summer 2007.
Marketing and outreach activities are important in capturing new customers
for AC Cycling program.

Commencing on January 15, 2007, SCE shall provide a monthly process
reports on the 15th of each month until July 2007 on its effort toward reaching
the MW goal to everyone on the service list on the 15t of each month until
July 2007. The report should include the cost breakdown of each media type
with the associated number of additional enrollment.

THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

The request of Southern California Edison to accelerate and expand an
additional 300 MW of AC Cycling by summer 2007 for an incremental
funding of $37.03 Million is denied.

Southern California Edison shall accelerate an additional 225 MW from
August 2006 to July 2007 for an incremental funding of $23.4 Million.

Southern California Edison is authorized to implement the accelerated plan
which includes (a) significantly increase marketing and outreach activities, (b)
expanding the device installation appointment times to evenings and
weekends, and (c) offer incentives to reactivate dormant devices.

15
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4. Commencing January 15, 2007, Southern California Edison shall provide a
monthly process reports on its effort toward reaching the MW goal to
everyone on the service list on the 15t of each month until July 2007.

5. The request of Southern California Edison for modification of its AC Cycling
program to (a) close the Base option to new enrollment is denied; (b) close the
Residential 67 % cycling option to new enrollment is denied; (c) close
Commercial 40% cycling strategy to new enrollment is approved; (d) allow
for the removal of customers prior to one year of serve due to serious health
programs is approved; (d) include two 1-hour test events is partially denied.
SCE is allowed to hold one 1-hour test events; (e) remove language from the
applicability section of tariff: schedule D-APS and D-APS-E is approved.

6. Southern California Edison shall file advice letters with their AC Cycling
tariff changes in compliance with this Resolution within 3 days of this
effective date of this Resolution.

This Resolution is effective today.
I certity that the foregoing resolution was duly introduced, passed and adopted

at a conference of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California held
on October 19, 2006; the following Commissioners voting favorably thereon:

STEVE LARSON
Executive Director
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September 19, 2006
RESOLUTION E-4028
October 19, 2006

TO: PARTIES TO SCE ADVICE LETTER 2034-E; and SERVICE LIST FOR
A.05-06-006 et al:

Enclosed is draft Resolution Number E-4028 of the Energy
Division. It is in response to SCE AL 2034-E and will appear
on the agenda at the next Commission meeting held 30 days
after the date of this letter. The Commission may vote on
this Resolution at that time or it may postpone a vote until a
later meeting. When the Commission votes on a draft
Resolution, it may adopt all or part of it as written, amend,
modify or set it aside and prepare a different Resolution.
Only when the Commission acts does the Resolution
become binding on the parties.
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All comments on the draft Resolution are due by October 10, 2006. Comments shall be served
on parties, as outlined below.

1) An original and two copies, along with a certificate of service to:

Jerry Royer

Energy Division

Cdlifornia Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

2) Parties described above (attached).

3) Dorris Lam
Energy Division
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
Email: DNL@cpuc.ca.gov

Comments shall be limited to five pages in length plus a
subject index listing the recommended changes to the draft
Resolution, a table of authorities and an appendix setting
forth the proposed findings and ordering paragraphs.

Comments shall focus on factual, legal or technical errors in
the proposed draft Resolution.

Replies to comments on the draft resolution may be filed
(i-e., received by the Energy Division) on October 13, 2006,
and shall be limited to identifying misrepresentations of law
or fact contained in the comments of other parties. Replies
shall not exceed five pages in length, and shall be filed and
served as set forth above for comments.

Late submitted comments or replies will not be considered.
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An accompanying declaration under penalty of perjury shall
be submitted setting forth all the reasons for the late
submission.

Please contact Dorris Lam at 415-703-5284 if you have
questions or need assistance.

Sincerely,

Judith 1klé

Program/Branch Manager
Energy Resources Branch
Energy Division

1.1
1.2
1.3 Enclosure: Service List

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have by electronic mail this day served a true copy of Draft
Resolution E-4028 on all parties on the service list for SCE Advice Letter 2034-E; and A.05-06-

Dated September 19, 2006 at San Francisco, California.

Dorris Lam

NOTICE

Parties should notify the Energy Division, Public Utilities
Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 4002
San Francisco, CA 94102, of any change of address to
insure that they continue to receive documents. You
must indicate the Resolution number on the service list
on which your name appears.
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Parties to SCE Advice Letter 2034-E

Southern California Edison Company
Attn: Akbar Jazayeri

Vice President, Revenue and Tariffs
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, CA 91770

FAX: (626) 302-4829

Email: AdviceTariffManager@sce.com

Southern California Edison Company

Attn: Bruce Foster

Senior Vice President of Regulatory Operations
c/o Karyn Gansecki

601 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 2040

San Francisco, CA 94102

FAX: (415) 673-1116

Email: Karyn.Gansecki@sce.com

The Utility Reform Network
Attn: Nina Suetake

711 Van Ness Avenue Suite 350
San Francisco, California 94102
FAX: (415) 929-1132

Email: nsuetake@turn.org

Division of Ratepayer Advocates
Attn: Scott Cauchois

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

FAX: (415) 703-2905

Email: wsc@cpuc.ca.gov

Division of Ratepayer Advocates
Attn: Sudheer Gokhale

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

FAX: (415) 703-2905

Email: ske@cpuc.ca.gov
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Parties to A.05-06-006 et al.
keith.mccrea@sablaw.com Keith
pucservice@manatt.com Randall W.
douglass@energyattorney.com Daniel W.
cpuca0506006 @icfconsulting.com Leslie
janet.combs@sce.com Janet
vthompson@sempra.com Vicki L.
Jyamagata@sempraultilities.com Joy C.
renee@gem-corp.com Renee H.
chris@emeter.com Chris
marcel@turn.org Marcel
kpp@cpuc.ca.gov Karen P.
rcounihan@ecosconsulting.com Richard H.
epoole@adplaw.com Edward G.
pxo2@pge.com Peter
steven@moss.net Steven
wbooth@booth-law.com William H.
jweil@aglet.org James
Iwhouse@innercite.com Lon W.
bsun@adamsharkness.com Ben
ljohnson@oksatec.com Larry
mbowen@aspensys.com Mark
jack@neweraenergy.com Jack
ralph.dennis@constellation.com Ralph
bob_Anderson@apses.com Robert E.
wcamp@twacs.com H. Ward
Pforkin@tejassec.com Patrick J.
jess.galura@wal-mart.com Jess
kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com Kevin J.
kelly.potter@apses.com Kelly
hyao@semprautilities.com Hugh
Mario.Natividad@appliedmetering.com Mario
greg@compassrosegroup.com Gregory A.
case.admin@sce.com Case
david.reed@sce.com David
jennifer.hasbrouck@sce.com Jennifer
lauren.pemberton@sce.com Lauren
lawrence.oliva@sce.com Lawrence
dwood8@cox.net Don
liddell@energyattorney.com Donald C.
scottanders@sandiego.edu Scott J.
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mward@semprautilities.com Mark W.
ssides@semprautilities.com Susie
marks@alohasys.com Mark S.
bruce.foster@sce.com Bruce
Theodore
ul9@cpuc.ca.gov H
dcengel@fscgroup.com Daniel C.
magg@pge.com Mary A.
cem@newsdata.com
jsqueri@gmssr.com James D.
bobgex@dwt.com Robert B.
sellis@fypower.org Shaun
wmcguire@efficiencypartnership.org Walter
jwwd@pge.com Josephine
MNCe@pge.com Michael
jewz@pge.com Janet
smcgaraghan@enernoc.com Scott
dmurdock@machenergy.com Dale
pthompson@summitblue.com Patricia
ewoychik@comverge.com Eric
jerryl@abag.ca.gov Gerald
mrw@mrwassoc.com
clloyd@bart.gov Connee B.
rschmidt@bartlewells.com Reed V.
jeanne.clinton@earthlink.net Jeanne
kevin@fraserlimited.com Kevin
janreid@coastecon.com Jan
brbarkovich@earthlink.net Barbara R.
jeff@jbsenergy.com Jeff
cmkehrein@ems-ca.com Carolyn
jprice@caiso.com James
jgoodin@caiso.com John
jeff.francetic@us.landisgyr.com Jeff
dgeis@dolphingroup.org Dan
Karen
kmills@cfbf.com Norene
karen@klindh.com Karen
laura.rooke@pgn.com Laura
agc@cpuc.ca.gov Andrew
bsk@cpuc.ca.gov Bruce
cyc@cpuc.ca.gov Cherie
ctd@cpuc.ca.gov Christopher
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cjb@cpuc.ca.gov
dnl@cpuc.ca.gov
jym@cpuc.ca.gov
jf2@cpuc.ca.gov
kim@cpuc.ca.gov
Ims@cpuc.ca.gov
fly@cpuc.ca.gov
mcv@cpuc.ca.gov
pfa@cpuc.ca.gov
scl@cpuc.ca.gov
skg@cpuc.ca.gov
dhungerf@energy.state.ca.us
dks@cpuc.ca.gov
mmesseng@energy.state.ca.us

DRAFT
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Julie A.
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